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to send it to Washington to support education
programs reflective only of the values and pri-
orities of Congress and the Federal bureauc-
racy, not the parents.

The $3,000 tax credit will make a better
education affordable for millions of parents.
Mr. Speaker, many parents who would choose
to send their children to private, religious, or
parochial schools are unable to afford the tui-
tion, in large part because of the enormous
tax burden imposed on the American family by
Washington.

The Family Education Freedom Act also
benefits parents who choose to send their chil-
dren to public schools. Although public
schools are traditionally financed through local
taxes, increasingly, parents who wish their
children to receive a quality education may
wish to use their credit to improve their
schools by helping financing the purchase of
educational tools such as computers or extra-
curricular activities such as music programs.
Parents of public school students may also
wish to use the credit to pay for special serv-
ices for their children.

Greater parental support and involvement is
surely a better way to improve public schools
than funneling more Federal tax dollars, fol-
lowed by greater Federal control, into the pub-
lic schools. Furthermore, a greater reliance on
parental expenditures rather than Government
tax dollars will help make the public schools
into true community schools that reflect the
wishes of parents and the interests of the stu-
dents.

The Family Education Freedom Act will also
aide those parents who choose to educate
their children at home. Home schooling has
become an increasingly popular, and success-
ful method, of educating children. According to
recent studies, home schooled children out-
perform their public school peers by 30 to 37
percentile points across all subjects on nation-
ally normed, standardized achievement
exams. Home schooling parents spend thou-
sands of dollars annually, in addition to the
wages foregone by the spouse who foregoes
outside employment, in order to educate their
children in the loving environment of the
home.

Ultimately, Mr. Speaker, this bill is about
freedom. Parental control of child rearing, es-
pecially education, is one of the bulwarks of
liberty. No nation can remain free when the
State has greater influence over the knowl-
edge and values transmitted to children than
the family.

By moving to restore the primacy of parents
to education, the Family Education Freedom
Act will not only improve America’s education,
it will restore a parent’s right to choose how
best to educate one’s own child, a fundamen-
tal freedom that has been eroded by the in-
crease in Federal education expenditures and
the corresponding decrease in the ability of
parents to provide for their children’s edu-
cation out of their own pockets. I call on all my
colleagues to join me in allowing parents to
devote more of their resources to their chil-
dren’s education and less to feed the wasteful
Washington bureaucracy by supporting the
Family Education Freedom Act.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing House Concurrent Resolution , a res-
olution that reconfirms the importance of our
bilateral relationship with the Republic of the
Marshall Islands.

April 2, 1997 was the 50th anniversary of a
special political relationship and strategic part-
nership between the United States and the
people of the Marshall Islands. On that date in
1947, the Security Council of the United Na-
tions approved the Trusteeship Agreement for
the Former Japanese Mandated Islands.

This agreement was negotiated by the Tru-
man administration and gave the United
States strategic control of a vast area of the
Pacific formerly held by Japan as a League of
Nations Mandate. What became known under
U.S. law as the Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands [TTPI] was the only U.N. trusteeship
out of eleven created after WWII classified by
the Security Council as ‘‘strategic.’’

Recognition of the strategic nature of the
U.S. administration of the TTPI was appro-
priate in light of the fact that in 1946, while the
islands were still under military occupation fol-
lowing the end of hostilities that ended Japa-
nese rule, the U.S. already had commenced
its vital nuclear weapons testing program at
Bikini in the Marshall Islands.

In 1946 President Truman had sent a young
Congressman from Montana on an inspection
trip to the region. Mike Mansfield came back
and argued eloquently on the floor of the
House that the Congress should approve the
trusteeship agreement with the United Nations
because the U.S. national interest would be
served by strategic control of the islands. He
was right.

The 2,000 Marshall Islands became the
focal point of the U.S. strategic program. In
addition to the nuclear testing program at Bi-
kini and Enewetak from 1946 to 1958 the Unit-
ed States has maintained one of its most vital
military installations anywhere on earth in the
Marshall Islands throughout the second half of
this century; the Mid-Pacific Missile Testing
Range at Kwajalein Atoll

Thus, while the U.S. also has maintained re-
lations with the other island groups in the re-
gion, the relationship with the Marshall Islands
has been a special strategic partnership. This
was recognized in the bilateral agreements
between the U.S. and the Marshall Islands
which were concluded at the time the U.N.
trusteeship was terminated based on entry
into force of the Compact of Free Association.

For example, the separate bilateral agree-
ments with the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands included not only the military base rights
at Kwajalein, but the agreement establishing
the framework within which the U.S. would
continue after termination of the trusteeship to
address the effects of the nuclear testing pro-
gram on the people of the Marshall Islands
and their homelands. For these island peo-
ples, the nuclear testing program is a legacy
that looms as large in their lives as WWII does
in the American experience.

In other words, it is a legacy of fortitude in
the face of a threat to survival itself. The U.S.
nuclear testing program in the cold war era,
far more than the fact that major battles of
WWII itself had taken place in the Marshalls,
was the defining experience of the
Marshallese people in this century.

Obviously, there have been legal claims and
controversies arising from the intrusion of the
nuclear age into the world of the islanders. But
this resolution recognizes that out of the ad-
versity there was also forged an alliance that
has been sustained throughout the years. The
Marshallese people had the wisdom to recog-
nize that the United States was playing a vital
role in the maintenance of international peace
and security, and although they demanded
justice and the redress of injuries as all people
have the right to do, the Marshallese people
and their leaders never turned their back on
the U.S. when we needed them as a strategic
partner.

During the twilight years of the cold war the
Marshall Islands stood by the United States
even though they had far more reasons—if
they had wanted them—to move out of align-
ment with this nation than many of those gov-
ernments which did just that. The Marshalls,
however, never viewed the close political and
strategic partnership with the U.S. as an un-
manageable constraint on their cultural and
political identity as a nation.

Thus, the relationship between the Republic
of the Marshall Islands and the United States
represents not only a successful strategic part-
nership, but a successful process of
decolonization consistent with the goals of the
U.N. trusteeship system. This is a foreign pol-
icy success of which the Congress and the
people of the United States should be proud.
Understanding and sustaining this success
may have significance for the U.S. in its rela-
tions with other peoples and nations as well,
and this should not be overlooked.

This is a special relationship which we can-
not allow to be neglected or unduly diminished
as a result of ill-conceived policies which do
not take into account the legacy of the past
and the prospects for the future. Narrow think-
ing based on short-term priorities should not
control the determination of how this relation-
ship will be managed as the first term of the
Compact of Free Association comes to an
end. Congress must take responsibility to ex-
ercise oversight with respect to the formulation
of a long-term policy for our bilateral relation-
ship with the Marshall Islands.

As an ally and strategic partner, the Repub-
lic of the Marshall Islands has paid a uniquely
high price to define its national interest in a
manner that also has been compatible with
vital U.S. national interests. That is what an al-
liance is in its most essential form, and that is
what Congress will recognize by adopting this
resolution. I urge my colleagues to support
House Concurrent Resolution .
f
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Mr. MCINTOSH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to give
my Report from Indiana.
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